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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2003 (9:33 A.M.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Good morning. Mr. Stevenson. 

MR. STEVENSON: Mr. Commissioner, if I might 

address the matters that we spoke to yesterday, 
and I tried to speak to and perhaps didn't put 
them as clearly as I ought to have put them, and 
hopefully I can help now. 

I guess my concern is the process 
which is being proposed to be followed by the 
Commission. It seems to me that Mr. Jarvis is now 
on the stand, he's here as a sworn witness. He 
ought to be able to give his evidence from the 
witness stand, and should be fairly put to him 
questions of what contact, if any, did he have 
with Jason Roy, what statement, if any, did he 
take, what was told to him, and what is his 
evidence here today. That is my suggestion as to 
what we should be looking at. 

As I understand it, before this 
Commission of Inquiry there has been considerable 
evidence from Mr. Roy and others in respect of 
position and what he told the Saskatoon Police. 

We now have on the stand the primary witness who 
can say, "I had contact with Jason Roy, I got a 
statement, these were the circumstances under 
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which that statement was taken, this is what he 
told to me, this is the statement I obtained." 

If my friend — and I suggest that 
that ought to be led because a statement of 
anticipated evidence was provided, in which Mr. 
Jarvis addresses that. It seems to me that 
Commission counsel would fairly want to put before 
this Commission of Inquiry what is Mr. Jarvis's 
evidence to be, about contact with Jason Roy, what 
he told him, and what will he testify to. 

But what has happened here, this 
Commission counsel has endeavoured to take 
interviews, unsworn interviews in circumstances 
which have been looked at, and wants to go through 
those interviews and those statements and suggest 
that this is this witness's evidence on the stand. 
And there were — if what he's saying is that Mr. 
Jarvis made a prior inconsistent statement, then 
it seems to me there's a proper way and procedure 
for addressing a prior inconsistent statement. 

We do not yet know what Mr. Jarvis 
is going to say about contact with Jason Roy 
because he hasn't been given by Commission counsel 
an opportunity to give that evidence. So my 
concern is that it seems to me that fairness 
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requires that he be asked, on the stand, under 
oath, what his evidence will be in respect of that 
major issue before this Commission. 

And whatever that evidence is, if 
there are now prior inconsistent statements, there 
are ways and processes to deal with them. But it 
seems to me that it's unfair, and I can't quite 
figure out why Commission counsel does not want to 
take the Commission through that evidence. 

This is a Commission of Inquiry and 
one of the areas of inquiry is, did you have 
contact with Jason Roy, what did he tell you about 
Neill, Stonechild, when I last saw him, and the 
contact I had with him. And to me that's a 
critical area, and Mr. Jarvis hasn't been given a 
chance to give evidence on that point. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But he will, in due course. But 

what's troubling to me, Mr. Stevenson, and I 
assume you're saying that it's premature to play 
the tapes — am I correct, that's your point? 

MR. STEVENSON: My point is, why are we playing the 

tapes if we haven't yet heard his evidence on the 
stand as to what he's going to say about the 
contact? Because, you know, we — I see no need 
for playing tapes to talk about things that he 
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said. It seems to me the best evidence of this 
witness is the evidence given on the stand, 
credible, uncredible, whatever you decide on it. 
But the fact is, he has not yet been given an 
opportunity. 

And then without having his 
evidence on the stand, we don't know what's going 
to be said differently than what's in the 
statements. All I know is that Commission counsel 
ds endeavouring to set up a scenario that he wants 
to be the evidence of Mr. Jarvis, and he's chosen 
to go to Mr. Martell's interview and say, "This is 
what you told Martell." 

Well, with respect, he should have 
an opportunity to tell this Commission. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But the problem, Mr. Stevenson, is 

that, as I understand it, Mr. Jarvis indicated in 
his evidence towards the end of the day that when 
he said to the RCMP, and when he said to Martell, 
that Roy had told him certain things, and he gave 
particulars of that, that that was an error. That 
is to say, that is not his evidence, and that he 
did not intend to say that, and that his 
statements in that respect were obtained, if you 
will, by the actions of the interviewers, not — 
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they were not things that he volunteered; they 
were things that others suggested to him. 

Now, when I heard that, it seemed 
to me that he was putting directly in issue the 
accuracy of the information in the reports of the 
RCMP and Martell, and that the most sensible way 
to address that is to listen to the original tapes 
and see what they say and so forth. 

MR. STEVENSON: Well.., with respect, sir,, it seems 

to me the most logical way to deal with that is to 
put it to Mr. Jarvis on the stand, ask him what 
his evidence is. If it's inconsistent, why is it 
different, go through it. He can have an 
opportunity to give that evidence. 

And as I indicated yesterday, the 
RCMP contacts, one is the statement form, the 
others are not, they're all unrecorded, and we 
will hear nothing about those unless the witness 
has an opportunity to tell you what he means; what 
was the contact, what was -- what happened, what 
was said, how was the interview conducted. 

I mean it seems to me, because what 
we've got is the Commission counsel is 
endeavouring to take an RCMP summary of the 
contact and use it as the evidence, rather than 
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Mr. Jarvis saying, "We had this contact, we had 
these discussions, here's what occurred." 

Now, that, in my respectful 
submission, is not a proper way to put the 
evidence in. It seems to me the best evidence is, 
the witness is on the stand, he's here to be 
cross-examined, but at least he should have an 
opportunity to testify. And rather than going on 
a venture to listen to tapes when we could read 
the transcripts, we should first of all have Mr. 
Jarvis give his evidence. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But I understand that he is — he 

has given his evidence to that juncture, and it 
seems to me that what you're suggesting is that 
Mr. Hesje complete his examination of Mr. Jarvis, 
that is ask him all the questions he intends to 
ask him, and at that juncture then a decision is 
made as to whether the tapes should be played, but 
prior to him being cross-examined. 

MR. STEVENSON: Well, I — I suggest he should be 

questioned on what I think is a major issue in 
this hearing, and yet as I understood Mr. Hesje 
yesterday, he was ending his questioning of Mr. 
Jarvis, without going into the statements, without 
going into the contact with Jason Roy, without 
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November 30th, without dealing with the issue of 
was this statement in fact November 30th, was it 
December 22nd. 

I mean those, in my mind, are very 
relevant issues before this Commission of Inquiry, 
and they're ones that this witness, in fairness, 
should be asked questions about so he can give his 
testimony. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But you could elicit that 

information from him if there's something more 
required. What is it that Commission counsel is 
supposed to elicit now from Mr. Jarvis? 

MR. STEVENSON: Well, Mr. — Commission counsel, in 

my respectful submission, ought to solicit full 
and complete evidence concerning the Inquiry. 

Part of this Inquiry has to do with the nature of 
the investigation and what information was 
received by Mr. Jarvis. 

And we had Commission counsel dance 
around November 30, by touching upon the fact that 
there was a statement and this is your signature. 
But whose statement is it, where was it taken, in 
what circumstances, and what was told to you, and 
what is your evidence in respect of what was told? 


25 



4594 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


It seems to me on that critical 
point Commission counsel can't simply walk away 
from it and say, "I don't want to go there because 
I'm not sure I'm going to like what I'm going to 
hear," thinking that's what he's doing. 

Quite frankly, I'm concerned 
because why would Commission counsel, and why 
would this Commission not want to hear that 
evidence in-chief, on that point directly? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I'll hear what Mr. Hesje has 

to say, but I’m — 

MR. HESJE: Well, first of all I have no 

problem — 

THE COMMISSIONER: You should go to the microphone, or 

some microphone anyway. 

MR. HESJE: I guess a couple of points. The 

first one I made yesterday. If Mr. Stevenson is 
so concerned with how, the manner in which it 
proceeds, he should have examined him. He had 
that opportunity to lead his evidence himself. I 
made that offer to him; the rules provide for it. 
I'm a little annoyed at all the suggestions that 
— and I've learnt long ago that I cannot keep 
everybody satisfied in terms of my examination-in- 
chief. You go too far one way, you go too far the 
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other way. 

Having said that, I have no 
difficulty with -- I gather his main objection is, 
he wasn't questioned in detail enough. I 
certainly went through every entry in his notebook 
on the 29th, 30th and December 5th. I gather the 
objection is that he somehow wasn't questioned in 
enough detail about the meeting he had with Jason 
Roy. Put him back in the stand. I'll ask him more 
questions about that, if that will satisfy Mr. 
Stevenson. I'm not opposed to doing that. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, Mr. Jarvis is here, isn't he? 

Yeah. Because it seems to me that's the short 
answer to it. 

MR. HESJE: Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: And it's always been available to 

counsel to indicate to Commission counsel that 
there are areas that you feel should be canvassed 
by witnesses called by Commission counsel. So if 
there are areas that Mr. Stevenson feels you 
should add to your questions, he can indicate that 
to you. 

MR. HESJE: The other thing I should note, that 

I did certainly deal with the entries in the 
notebook, the times he met with Jason Roy, the 
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fact that he took the statement, and I established 
the fact that there was nothing else recorded in 
his notebooks with respect to that meeting. 

It's my understanding that his 
testimony is he doesn't know anything other than 
what's in his notebooks. But let's put him back 
on and we'll establish that. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I suspect part of it is that 

he also — he, Mr. Stevenson, also wants you to 
produce the statement. 

MR. HESJE: It was. 

THE COMMISSIONER: No, no, but I meant and ask some 

questions about — of Mr. Jarvis as to how that 
was obtained. 

MR. HESJE: I believe I did. I asked him about 

the handwriting on it and so on. But, sure, I 
don't — I have no problem with going through it 
in more detail. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, let's take a few minutes now. 

Let's take ten minutes, and speak to Mr. Stevenson 
and see what his suggestions are, and then we'll 
put Mr. Jarvis back on, and then we'll go on with 
the tapes. 

The sense I get, Mr. Hesje, is that 
Mr. Stevenson thinks that you should have been 
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1 more extensive in your questioning of Mr. Jarvis. 

2 I'm not saying that's true; I'm just saying that 

3 seems to be his complaint, that he wanted you to 

4 elicit a lot more information from Mr. Jarvis. 

5 MR. HESJE: And that's been a difficult 

6 judgment call as well because anybody that's been 

7 in this long enough knows that there's not a stone 

8 gets left unturned. I mean, at times I have taken 

9 an approach of presenting the evidence in somewhat 

10 of a bare bones manner, knowing full well that 

11 it's going to be dealt with in detail through 

12 cross-examination. You know, that's again a 

13 judgment call. But I said in this instance, I'm 

14 quite prepared to go into it in more detail if 

15 that's — 

16 THE COMMISSIONER: Well, let's take a few minutes and 

17 see if the two of you can put your heads together, 

18 and you can put his immediate concerns to rest. 

19 (PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 9:46 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 10:05 

20 A.M.) 

21 THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Hesje. 

22 MR. HESJE: If we could have Mr. Jarvis take 

23 the stand again. 

2 4 THE COMMISSIONER: Very well*. 
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Exam-in-chief K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Hesje 

KEITH DOUGLAS JARVIS, previously sworn, testifies: 

MR. HESJE, examination-in-chief, continuing: 

Q Mr. Jarvis, you understand that you're still under 
oath? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Yesterday we discussed, apparently briefly, the — 

your attendance at 1121 Avenue P South, and I'd 
ask you to have a look at your notes again, which 
is P-106, which has been placed in front of you. 

If you would turn to your notes from November 
30th, 1990. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Now, just again to review what's in your notes, 

you indicated —- it indicates "2045, attended 1121 
Avenue P South re witness statement from Jason 
Roy. " 

A That's correct. 

Q And then the next entry is "2140, statement 

concluded." 

A That is correct. 

Q And there's nothing recorded in your notes with 

respect to the content of that statement? 

A No, sir. 

Q There's nothing in your notes with respect to any 
other matters that may have been discussed with 
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Mr. Roy? 

A No, sir. 

Q Now, if you turn to P-61, which is the police 

reports, in particular the report you filed, or 
submitted on December 30th [sic]. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Page two of that report, you do summarize the 

information that was obtained at that meeting with 
Jason Roy at Avenue P South? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Would you read that into the record, then, what 

you recorded in your report? 

A At "2045 hours attended at 1121 Avenue P South 

where I met with Jason Roy who provided a witness 
statement and indicates that he and the deceased 
were together that date. Roy and the deceased 
went to Julie Binnings at 3269 Milton Street where 
they sat around from approximately 1400 hours at 
which time they left and went to Trevor 
Nowaselski's home, arriving at approximately 1445 
hours. They then went to Circle Park Mall till 
approximately 1830 hours then to Stella 
Stonechild's. They allegedly consumed a bottle of 
alcohol at Binnings, then decided to look for 
Lucille Neetz. Roy states they tried several 
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Exam-in-chief K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Hesje 

buzzers at Snowberry Downs but couldn't get in, 
and finally went their separate ways. Roy claims 
he blacked out and woke up at Binnings later." 

Q Okay. Now, if you would turn, I think it's about 
three pages, is the handwritten statement that you 
identified yesterday of Jason Roy? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And that is approximately a page and a half of 
writing there, again that you identified, or 
indicated was not your writing. Then there's 
approximately a half a page of — in your own 
handwriting on page two? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Take a moment and review that statement, and let 

me know if there's any matters in that statement 
that were not summarized in your police report, 
investigative report. 

A There's probably a couple of areas, sir, in 

regards to a pair of gloves that were sold, and 
also attending at the Snow — at the 7-Eleven 
store. 

Q Okay. It's not in your — are you able to read 
the handwriting? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q I guess for the record then, can you — do you 
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4 601 Exam-in-chief K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Hesje 

want to read the statement? 

A Yes, sir. "Me and Neil were at Julie Binning's of 
3269 Milton Street. We were sitting around having 
coffee and Neil said let's go see Trevor. I said 
okay. We left at about 2:00 p.m. and caught the 
bus at the Confederation terminal. And we were 
talking to this one white guy about old time 
fights, then we kept on going to Trevor's. We got 
there at about 2:45, sat around with Trevor and 
just talked about custody time and girls. We" — 
I'm not sure what the next word is, sir -- "around 
and I saw an old friend" — maybe "we busing 
around and I saw an old friend and he lent me $20. 
Didn't have nothing to do. We went and hung 
around Circle Park Mall till around 6:30, and Neil 
said let's go to my mom's and get some money from 
his mom. So we went over there and Neil's mom 
wasn't home." The next word I'm not sure of, sir, 
it may be "had" — "sold my gloves to Marcel and 
he went and bought us a 40 ounce of Silent Sam. 

We went over to Julie's and drank the whole bottle 
straight, just met Neil -- just me and Neil. We 
were just sitting around talking about whatever 
and he said let's go find Lucille, so we started 
on our way to Snowberry Downs. I don't remember 



4602 


Exam-in-chief K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Hesje 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


how we got to 7-Eleven. We stopped there and 
tried buying something, but I can't remember if 
they sold me anything. We started walking over 
there and stopped on the boulevard and we were 
arguing, but I don't know what about. And we got 
to one apartment, looked for Lucille's sister, but 
it wasn't there, so we checked other apartments 
for the last name Neetz, but we couldn't find it 
anywhere, so we got to the last apartment and we 
were about the check it, then I must have stopped 
him and we stood there and argued for what I don't 
— and he turned around and said fuckin' Jay, and 
I looked around and blacked out and woke up at 
Julie Binning’s." "What time approximately did 
you last see Neil Stonechild" — 

Q Maybe just for the record we should identify this, 
that you're now starting in what is in your own 
handwriting? 

A That is correct. 

Q All right, go ahead. 

A "What time approximately did you last see Neil 
Stonechild alive on November the 24th, 1990?" 
Answer: "Could be about 11:30 p.m." "When you 
say" -- Question: "When you say the name Trevor, 
is that Trevor Nowaselski?" Answer is, "Yes." 
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Question: "What condition was Neil in when you 

last saw him?" Answer: "Pretty drunk. Well, 
totally out of it." Question: "Is there anything 
else you wish to tell me?" Answer: "No, that's 
all I can think of." Question: "Is this a true 
statement?" Answer: "Yes." 

Q Okay. Now, and that statement was taken at 1121 
Avenue P South? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And again, your notes and the report indicate that 
you were there for 55 minutes? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q What else was discussed? 

A Just what is in the statement, sir. It was a 

general -- I had a procedure when I was looking at 
taking a witness statement from someone to sit 
down, determine what evidence they could offer me, 
or that they could provide, and then have them 
write that statement out in their own words; tell 
me the story, tell me what information you have, 
what it is that you can tell me that will be of 
assistance. 

Q Now, 55 minutes, I suggest, is a relatively long 
interview? 
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4 604 Exam-in-chief K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Hesje 

wrote this out. 

Q I think this morning at some point we're going to 
be playing an interview between the RCMP and 
yourself which is somewhat less than 55 minutes. 
The transcription of it is some 13 or more pages. 

A lot can be said in 55 minutes. 

A Yes. 

Q And you didn't record anything else that was said 
in those 55 minutes? 

A No, sir. 

Q You didn't make any notes of what he told you in 
those 55 minutes? 

A No, sir. 

Q Was that your practice? 

A I ask what information they can give me, sir, and 
then have them write it out. I don't necessarily 
make notes. 

Q But you're not asking us to believe that in 55 
minutes the only thing that was discussed is 
what's recorded in that page and a half? 

A That is the information that I was provided by, or 
given by Mr. Roy. 

Q And nothing else was discussed in 55 minutes? 

A No, sir. 

Q And you can say that with certainty that nothing 
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4 605 Exam-in-chief K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Hesje 

else was discussed; you can remember the event 
that clearly? 

A Not that clearly, no, sir. Had anything else been 
said, sir, it would have been included in the 
statement, in the question and answer period; at 
the end of his statement, if there were anything 
of importance that had been omitted by Mr. Roy, it 
would have been referred to in the question and 
answer at the end of his statement. 

Q Now in the course of that 55 minutes, did Jason 

Roy indicate to you that he saw Neil Stonechild in 
the back of a police car on November 24th, 1990? 

A No, sir. 

Q Did you tell the RCMP that in fact he had told you 
that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Did you tell Mr. Martell that in fact Jason Roy 
had told you that he saw Neil Stonechild in the 
back of the police car? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And did you tell him that he told you that at this 
interview on November 30th? 

A I'm not sure, sir, if it — if I referred to this 
interview or not. 


MR. HESJE: 
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Mr. Commissioner, I'm not sure how 
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much further I'm expected to go on that. 

THE COMMISSIONER: It seems to me to cover it. You're 

excused for now then. Are you ready to proceed 
with playing the — 

MR. HESJE: I am. Before I do that, Mr. 

Commissioner, I read portions of a transcript of 
one of — of the interview with Mr. Martell 
yesterday and I think that should have been — 
should be marked as an exhibit. Also I can advise 
that there was a confusion about the page 
numbering. Mr. Stack, last evening, had made 
copies again for everybody so that we now have the 
same page numbers at least on it. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well,. 

CLERK: P-111, My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: P-111, 

EXHIBIT P-111: TRANSCRIPT OF INTERVIEW OF KEITH DOUGLAS 

JARVIS BY MR. ROBERT MARTELL 

MR. HESJE: The first tape then, Mr. 

Commissioner, is the tape, transcript of which was 
marked, I believe, as -- I thought I had it here 
— sorry? 

MR. STACK: P-107. 

MR. HESJE: P-107, which is the interview of 
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what date? 
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1 MR. STACK: October 12th, 2000. 

2 MR. HESJE: It's the interview of October 12th, 

3 2000, between Corporal Warner, Sergeant Lyons and 

4 Mr. Jarvis. 

5 TAPE RECORDING OF INTERVIEW OF KEITH JARVIS 

6 BY SERGEANT KEN LYONS & CORPORAL JACK WARNER 


7 



ON OCTOBER 12, 2000 


8 

MR. 

HESJE: 

Mr. Commissioner, I 

think I'd like 

9 


to have 

that tape marked now as an 

exhibit. 

10 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

Is it P-112? 


11 

THE 

CLERK: 

It is, My Lord, yes. 


12 

EXHIBIT P-112: CASSETTE TAPE OF RCMP INTERVIEW - OCTOBER 12, 

13 

2000 



14 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

I suppose we might take a break 

15 


now? 



16 

MR. 

HESJE: 

Yes, we have another 

tape yet to 

17 


play but 

it might be a good time to 

take a break. 

18 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

Very well’.*;. 


19 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 11:17 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 11:41 

20 

A.M. 

) 



21 

MR. 

HESJE: 

Mr. Commissioner, we 

're ready to 

22 


proceed 

with the second tape, which 

is the tape of 

23 


the interview between Robert Martell and Keith 

24 


Jarvis.. 

I must say that I think I 

may have 

25 


.misrepresented the length of this. 

my recollection 
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was about an hour and a half, in looking at it 
again now it appears it's likely a bit over two 
hours. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I suppose we can begin. 

MR. HESJE: I think so, yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But that will mean we'll have to 

continue after lunch with it, then. You say it's 

about two hours long? 

MR. HESJE: It may be a little bit over two 

hours, in fact. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Didn't you arrange to have a 

couple of witnesses here this afternoon, then? 

MR. HESJE: We do have witnesses, as well.. If 

we could start the tape and maybe you could just 
indicate to the operator at what point you want to 
break. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well. 

TAPE RECORDING OF INTERVIEW OF KEITH JARVIS 
BY ROBERT MARTELL ON AUGUST 11, 2003 

MR. HESJE: I'm sorry to interrupt. There's a 

couple of things that I should like to clarify. 

One thing, as we just noted, Mr. Jarvis's address 
was read in there. I request that we have 
permission to delete that from the transcript 
that's generated. Similarly, there's going to be 


25 
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reference, again, to young offenders and we want 
to delete those references, if there's no 
objections. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well*. 

MR. HESJE: I don't think there's any purpose 

served in having a personal address included, it's 
of no relevance. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Right. 

TAPE RECORDING OF INTERVIEW OF KEITH JARVIS 
BY ROBERT MARTELL ON AUGUST 11, 2003 

MR. HESJE: That's the end of the first side, I 

don't know if this is an appropriate time to break 
or not. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I think it's an appropriate time. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 12:30 P.M.& RECONVENED AT 2:04 

P .M. ) 

MR. HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, I apologize, 

there was an issue I canvassed with counsel at the 
break and well, frankly, until I stood up I didn't 
realize we didn't have a resolution of it. People 
wanted to consider it over the lunch hour. I 
hesitate, but I wonder if we could have five 
minutes just to review that issue with counsel to 
see if we have some resolution of it. 
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MR. WATSON: 


(Inaudible) we've got quite a ways 
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to go to get to that point, perhaps we could just 
hear it for a while and deal with it at the break. 
.1 think we'll probably almost get to the break 
before that comes on. 

MR. HESJE: Yeah, I think that works as well* 

You will have sensed from that there's some issue 
on one portion of the tape, it's towards the 
latter end of it, so we could proceed now and it 
may be that it comes up after you take — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Do you want a few minutes now, is 

that what you're saying? 

MR. HESJE: We need a few minutes, but we can 

proceed now and then take the break later, as 
well. That works as well. 

THE COMMISSIONER: So you don't need a break now? 

MR. HESJE: We can play the tape for, I suspect 

an hour, before any issue comes up. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right. 

MR. HESJE: So we'11 proceed with the tape. 

TAPE RECORDING OF INTERVIEW OF KEITH JARVIS 
BY ROBERT MARTELL ON AUGUST 11, 2003 CONTINUES 

MR. HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, there's just a 

little bit left but it might be an appropriate 
time to take that break so I can consult with 


25 


counsel. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: 
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(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 3:38 P.M. & RECONVENED AT 4:08 

P .M. ) 

MR. HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, I believe there's 

about 10 more minutes of that tape we'd like to 
play now. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well.., Do you still have a 

witness available this afternoon? 

MR. HESJE: Yes. 

TAPE RECORDING OF INTERVIEW OF KEITH JARVIS 
BY ROBERT MARTELL ON AUGUST 11, 2003 CONTINUES 

MR. HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, if I could, then, 

I'd like to mark that tape that's just been played 
as an exhibit. 

THE CLERK: 113, My Lord. 

EXHIBIT P-113: CASSETTE TAPES OF INTERVIEW OF KEITH JARVIS 

BY ROBERT MARTELL ON AUGUST 11, 2003 

MR. HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, I think it's 

clear, but I take it at this point Mr. Jarvis has 
been asked to step down and we'll proceed with our 
next witness? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes. 

MR. HESJE: I'd like to call Sergeant — Staff 


24 


Sergeant Kirk Dyck. 
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KIRK ANTHONY DYCK, sworn, testifies: 

MR. HESJE, examination-in-chief: 

Q I referred to you as Staff Sergeant, is that the 
correct rank? 

A Yes. 

Q Staff Sergeant Dyck, the rules of practice 

and procedure established for this inquiry provide 
that all witnesses must be advised they have the 
protection of section 37 of The Saskatchewan 
Evidence Act and section 5 of the Canada Evidence 
Act. These statutory provisions state the 
testimony that may tend to criminate you, tend to 
establish liability to a civil proceeding, and 
which testimony you would not be compelled to 
provide at common law, shall not be used or 
admissible in evidence against you in a criminal 
trial or other criminal proceedings against you, 
other than the prosecution for perjury in the 
giving of evidence or for the giving of 
contradictory evidence, and shall not be used or 
receivable in evidence against you in any other 
civil proceeding or any other proceeding under an 
act of the Legislature of Saskatchewan. You're 
hereby advised that such protection shall apply 
without you expressly invoking such protection. 
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Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 
by Mr. Hesje 

Staff Sergeant Dyck, you are 

currently a member of the Saskatoon Police 

Service? 

Yes. 

And you have been for approximately 30 years? 

Yes. 

My understanding is you're currently in charge of 
Communications and Detention? 

Yes, I am. 

And that you have served for quite a considerable 
period of time in Communications? 

Yes, that's true. 

Initially, you were in Communications from 1984 to 
1987 as a call-taker constable? 

Yes. 

And then since October, 1991 you've been assigned 
to Communications as the supervisor? 

Yes. 

Now, unfortunately that gap in your Communications 
— in your work in Communications from 1987 to 
1991 covers part of the material times I want to 
go over with you. Are you aware of any 
significant changes in policies and procedures of 
Communications between the time you left 
Communications in 1987 and the time you returned 
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i'n 1991? 

A No — in regards to radio Communications are you 
talking? 

Q Yeah, Communications generally, I guess. 

Primarily radio is what I'm going to be asking you 
about. 

A There hadn't been any policy or procedure changes 
in radio Communications as far as dispatching in 
that period of time. 

Q And was there any significant changes in the 
equipment that was being used? 

A Yes, the CAD system was introduced in that period 
of time. 

Q And that's also known as the mobile data 
terminals? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, based on your experience can you tell us in 
that period of 1990 whether calls were dispatched 
using MDT, the mobile data terminal, by radio or 
by — or both? 

A Calls were dispatched by mobile data terminals, 

MDTs, as well as through radio communications, and 

both may have been used in portions, depending on 
the type of call that it was. 

Q Okay. And what type of calls would have been 
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4615 Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 

by Mr. Hesje 

dispatched by radio? 

A Any call of a serious nature or if it may have 

required a backup unit or if the dispatcher — I 
guess for argument's sake — would be looking for 
another unit other than the one that may be 
assigned to that call to either — assist in that 
call. 

Q And when you say a more serious matter, was that, 
then, in the discretion of the dispatcher as to 
what — or was there policies and guidelines as to 
what is a serious matter? 

A There were policy and guidelines as to definitely 
which calls would required backup and some of the 
less serious calls it would be a discretionary 
call on the dispatchers. 

Q Okay. Now there's evidence before this inquiry 
that a complaint was received on November 24th, 
1990, the case type is shown, on the complaint 
hardcopy, it's shown as drunkenness, and in the 
remarks it says, "Drunk to be removed. Neil 
Stonechild, 17 years old." There's also been 
evidence that officers were dispatched in response 
to that call at 2351. Are you able to say whether 
that dispatch would have been done by MDT or by 


25 


radio? 
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Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 
by Mr. Hesje 


1 A That type of call would have been dispatched by 

2 MDT as well as radio, at the same time. 

3 Q Now if the call is dispatched by radio is it — 

4 would all units with the radio on have access to 

5 that or hear the dispatch call? 

6 A Yes, they would. 

7 Q Now were any records kept of the radio dispatches? 

8 A All radio dispatches were recorded, as well as 

9 telephone conversations were recorded in the 

10 Communications Centre, kept for a period of 90 

11 days; there was a rotation of all the tapes. 

12 Q So there's no records of radio dispatches from 

13 1990? 

14 A Not at this present time, no. 

15 Q Now you're familiar with the radio equipment that 

16 was in use with the police department in that 

17 period of time, in 1990? 

18 A Yes. 

19 Q Was there ability to speak officer-to-officer or 

20 radio-to-radio communications in 1990? 

21 A Yes, there was. 

22 Q Can you just explain, maybe, how the system 

23 operated, I understand there were several 

24 channels, can you just walk us through that? 


25 


At that particular time we had a radio system that 
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by Mr. Hesje 

was a four-channel radio system. We had a channel 


one system that was used as the main dispatch 
channel for our dispatchers to dispatch cars; a 
channel two which primarily was used as a backup 
channel, obviously if there was two incidences 
happening at the same time we would have two 
dispatchers dealing with that. We had a channel 
three, which was basically dedicated to officer- 
to-officer communications, this was personal 
conversations; and a channel four which was our 
CPIC or Central Records division, to access them. 
So I take it that ordinarily officers would be 
monitoring that first channel? 

Yes. 

And when you talked about the third channel was an 
officer-to-officer channel, would those 
communications on the third channel have been 
recorded at Communications? 

Yes. 

Now were there — and, I'm sorry, I assume they 
could be monitored by Communications, as well? 

They could have been, yes. 

Was that channel monitored on a regular basis? 

No. 

But there would have been a record of any 
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by Mr. Hesje 

communications on channel three, at least for the 


90-day period? 

Yes. 

Was there any ability — any other ability for 
officer-to-officer communications at that period 
of time? 

Well, you could use, I guess, a system we call 
Simplex, which is — in simple terms I'll describe 
it as a walkie-talkie-type system, radio-to-radio 
communications. Basically used if we — if our 
radio system wasn't working on, I guess, the 
infrastructure, or the tower system, if it was to 
quit we could still talk radio-to-radio. 

Okay. Now any communications between officers on 
that Simplex system, would that be monitored or 
recorded at the Communications centre? 

Only if they had a portable radio in their grasp, 

I guess, but not on the console itself. 

But it wouldn't be recorded, then? 

No. 

And it was available, though, for monitor by 
anybody else that had the same Simplex radio, I 
presume? 

Yes. 

So there was no real secure or private means of 
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4619 Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 

by Mr. Hesje 

one officer talking to another in 1991, if they 
didn't want anybody else to hear? 

A No. 

Q X think I might have said 1991, but that same was 
true in 1990? 

A Yes. 

Q Now I want to ask you a few questions, as well, 
based on your experience working in 
Communications. There is evidence, indeed, the 
subject in large part of this inquiry is a sudden 
death on November 29th, at least a body was 
discovered — the body, I'm sorry, of Neil 
Stonechild was discovered on November 29th, 1990. 
Based on your experience, a sudden death like 
that, from what we've heard it was classified as a 
sudden death, what role would the Communications 
Centre play in something like that? 

A Well first off, I guess, once they receive a call 
like that they would dispatch an area car to that 
location. They may or may not right at that 
particular moment notify their patrol sergeant, 
they may wait until the car arrives to determine 
whether, indeed, it was true. But in any event, 
once they determine that then the patrol sergeant 
would definitely be notified of that call and to 
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Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 
by Mr. Hesje 


respond to that location. 

Now would that be done at the request, or 
initiated by Communications or only at the request 
of the responding officer? 

It could depend on what information they had on 
the call, whether they believe it to be, indeed, 
true and then they would just proceed through and 
notify the staff sergeant and/or they may, like I 
said, they may wait until the unit arrives to 
confirm that and call it in, and then notify the 
patrol sergeant. 

Okay. And I'm sorry if I missed it, but does that 
— is that done automatically, then, once the 
officer responds, or only if the officer says 
please notify the patrol sergeant? 

Well once we've had confirmation of a death then 
we would notify the patrol sergeant. 

I'm sorry. Okay. 

Yes. 

It's late in the day, I likely missed that. Now 
would — in a case of a death, a sudden death or 
what was classified as a sudden death, would 
Communications notify anybody else? 

They would give a call to the — at that time it 
would have been the shift inspector who would have 
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Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 
by Mr. Hesje 


been working at that time. 

I've heard the term used sometimes of duty 
officer, as well, is that the same — 

Duty officer, yes, same. 

And that was typically an inspector? 

Yes. 

And in your understanding of the workings of the 
Communications Centre, that would have been done, 
it wouldn't turn on whether anybody requested you 
to advise the duty officer? 

Well in this procedure, like, automatically we 
would always notify the duty inspector or officer 
of a circumstance out in the street of that 
calibre. The other person I neglected to mention 
is the staff sergeant that was in charge of the 
shift at that time as well would have been 
probably notified of that, if he had not already 
been in Communications. 

Now if the officers responding to a sudden death 
wanted an investigator on site, how would that be 
handled? 

Normally that would be — obviously they would 
call back on the radio system that they request 
that division that's responsible for that, like 
Morality or Major Crime, to attend. 
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4622 Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 

by Mr. Hesje 

Q And that's a request that would be made back to 
Communications? 

A Yes. 

Q Ail right. And then what would Communications do 

with that request? 

A In most cases at that time it would have been a 

verbal communication over the radio system to see 
if there was that type of officer or investigator 
on the air. And if they didn't get a response at 
that time then they would make appropriate phone 
calls to the office, or whoever may be in charge 
of that section and call someone out. 

Q Okay. Now Staff Sergeant Dyck, the other thing I 
want to ask you about is the record of dispatched 
calls, and I'm talking about the period of 1990. 
There is an investigation report in evidence dated 
November 30th, 1990 that indicates Sergeant Jarvis 
checked dispatched calls. At that time period can 
you tell us how one would have to go about 
checking a dispatched call? 

A If they wanted to check dispatched calls, 
basically he would probably attend at the 
Communications Centre and then have one of the 
call takers at that time query the computer 
dispatch either by date and time, and/or location. 
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Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 
by Mr. Hesje 


1 Q Could you do the query by suspect? 

2 A No. 

3 Q Okay. But you could identify a certain period of 

4 time and pull up any dispatched calls? 

5 A Yes, you could, yes. 

6 Q And if you had the address from which the 

7 complaint came in, it could be pulled up by search 

8 of the address? 

9 A Yeah, you could search by the address or time and 

10 date. 

11 Q What about by the complainant's name? 

12 A Not in the CAD system, no. 

13 Q Now I'm referring you to page 6 of P-67, this is a 

14 complaint hardcopy and it's the incident that I 

15 described earlier, it says, "Case type: 

16 Drunkenness," it's November 1990. Are you 

17 familiar with that type of document? 

18 A Yes. 

19 Q Is that the information that would be received if 

20 one searched a dispatch record as you've been 

21 describing? 

22 A Yes, it is. Yes. 

23 Q Would the dispatch records indicate the officers 

24 that were dispatched? 
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Yes, it would. 
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Exam-in-chief K. Dyck 
by Mr. Hesje 

Q And it would indicate the time of the dispatch? 

A Yes. 

Q It would indicate the time en route? 

A Yes. 

Q At scene? 

A Yes. 

Q And cleared? 

A Yes. 

MR. HESJE: Thank you, Staff Sergeant Dyck. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Any cross-examination? 

MR. PLAXTON: Just one question,, if I may, Mr. 

Commissioner. 

MR. PLAXTON, examining: 

Q Officer, I'm Drew Plaxton, I represent the union. 

The dispatch record, in addition to the times Mr. 

Hesje spoke of, it would also indicate, would it 
not, that the officers had attended and that the 
person in question, being Neil Stonechild, was 
gone on arrival? 

A Under the remarks, I never read the remarks. 

Q Oh, do you have the document there, sir? 

A No, I don't. 

Q I'm sorry. I've got a copy. I'm sorry. If you 
look down at the bottom. 
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Yeah, it shows that they were dispatched, when 
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4625 Exam K. Dyck 

by Mr. Plaxton 

basically en route and they arrived at the scene. 
And then in the remarks that the person was gone 
on arrival. 

Q Okay. So if an investigator, say, went up to make 
a query, he or she would be able to determine 
these officers had gone but the person was not 
located and — 

A Yes. 

Q — had disappeared? 

A Yes. 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you, sir. 

MR. STEVENSON, examining: 

Q My name is Ken Stevenson, I represent Keith 

Jarvis. Just a couple of things I want to cover 
with you. Could I have Exhibit P-61, please? 
Looking at Exhibit P-61, if we go to a report 
prepared by Sergeant Jarvis on November 30, 

Inquiry Report number 5, that's a page I've opened 
for you, it reads at the bottom, "November 24/90 
the deceased showed up at Snowberry Downs 
apartments, suite 306, 3308-33rd Street West, home 
of Claudine Neetz, do you see that page? 

A Down at the bottom, yes. 

Q Okay. And that's recorded there. Now if Sergeant 
Jarvis had that address and checked with dispatch. 


25 
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Exam K. Dyck 
by Mr. Stevenson 

would the dispatch produce for him the record 

which we've been shown on the complaint hardcopy, 

on Exhibit P-67? 

If the — are you talking of this document here? 

Is that the complaint hardcopy, do you have that 
in front of you? 

I have a complaint hardcopy here. 

Relating to a dispatch to that address? 

Yes . 

So that if Sergeant Jarvis had that address, went 
to dispatch, that record would have been produced 
for him? 

Yes, it would. 

Perhaps just before I go there, if you'd flip the 
page in the report of Sergeant Jarvis. 

M'hm. Yes. 

This would be Exhibit P-61, I'm sorry, I have one 
more question on that. If you look at the second 
paragraph. Sergeant Jarvis's report says, "On 
checking calls dispatched I learned that Constable 
Hartwig had attended at this residence at 
approximately 2356 hours and cleared at 0017 hours 
on November 25, '90, being unable to locate the 

deceased." So that is the information, again. 


that he would have received? 
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A Yes. 

Q And I've just put before you Exhibit P-106, which 
would be Sergeant Jarvis's notebook, at the bottom 
of page 87 there's a notation in his notebook 
saying, "On November 24/90, 2351 hours, deceased 
at party," and again the address appears in there. 
If we read down through the next few lines, again 
it refers to Hartwig and Senger attending at 2356, 
cleared 0017 hours on November 25/90. Again, it 
would appear that that would be information that 
Sergeant Jarvis could have gotten from the 
dispatch? 

A Yes. 

Q And it appears it's recorded in his notebook? 

A Yes, it is. 

MR. STEVENSON: That's all., thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Other questions? 

MR. ROSSMANN, examining: 

Q You spoke about the Simplex system. I take it 

that is the same physical radio that the officers 
have, it's not that they have a second radio, it's 
one radio that can be used in two fashions? 

A Yeah, it's all the same radio, yes. 

Q Now in town I understand that most of the 

communications go through -- I think you referred 
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to towers? 

A Yes. 

Q And those are commonly called repeater towers? 

A At that time, yes. 

Q And what do they do, or what did they do? 

A Well, basically when you -- I guess when you spoke 
into the radio, your voice communications went 
over the airways to the tower. At that particular 
time we had four towers in Saskatoon. It would 
pick the nearest tower and take that radio 
communication and broadcast it back down to the 
rest of the radios, I guess. 

Q And am I correct that the purpose of that is these 
hand-held radios are not that powerful, and these 
basically were boosters? 

A Yes. The Simplex, like I said, was radio-to- 

radio, basically good for line of sight. By using 
the tower, then you have 20 miles, I guess. 

Q And line of sight, you said, but even within that 
there would be a range? I mean we live on the 
prairies, it's pretty flat. 

A It would depend whether you were behind buildings 
and all those kind of — sort of things could make 
a determination. A rule of thumb that we would 
use, probably a mile. 
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Exam K. Dyck 
by Mr. Rossmann 

Q Okay. Now occasionally cars from the Saskatoon 
Police Service get called out of town on high¬ 
speed chases and whatnot? 

A Yes. 

Q And how would they communicate there? 

A You would communicate right until — at a certain 
point outside the city limits, like I say, it 
could be a range of — or like I'll say ten miles. 
The radio would lose its effectiveness by using 
the tower. And so then the only radio 
communication you could have, and you would only 
be able to have it with any vehicles that may be 
assisting you in the chase that would be behind 
you, you would have everybody switch to the 
Simplex channel. 

Q M *hm. 

A And thereby those cars could at least talk to each 
other. 

Q And what about RCMP, do they use the same radio 
system? 

A No. 

Q So the two systems are not compatible? 

A Not at all, no. 

Q On the complaint hardcopy there is a category 
saying priority, can you explain that? 
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Exam K. Dyck 
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A Every call in the CAD system is given a priority 
level, somewhat automated, which allows so when a 
call comes in, it automatically gives it a 
priority level of 1, 2, 3 or 4, whatever the case 
may be, and the higher the number goes, the less 
priority it has. So obviously a priority 1 would 
have the highest level of police response, and 
then it would degrade accordingly from that point. 

Q So, for example, what would be an example of a 
priority 1 call? 

A Priority 1 calls were normally left for an officer 
in trouble or murder calls. 

Q What about a couple of examples of priority 2 
calls? 

A That would be assaults in progress, domestic 

violence calls, break-ins in progress, that type 
of — something that's in progress. 

Q And priority 3, I see that the call, the Neil 
Stonechild call, was a priority 3. 

A Was a drunkenness call. It would be, yeah, 

drunks, break and enters possibly over with. That 
would be determined a lot by the automation of the 
system and as well as the call taker taking the 
call. They can escalate that call from any 
priority, depending on what they receive over the 
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phone. 

Q All right. Now in terms of clearing, there is an 
indication on the document that you have, the 
complaint hardcopy, that this call was cleared at 
0017 . 

A Yes. 

Q I understand there's more than one way a call can 
get cleared? 

A A call can be cleared by obviously the officer 

attending through the mobile data terminal or — 

Q And how would the officer do that? 

A They have a button, they had a button on the MDT 

that would basically clear a call, it would clear 
it. 

Q Is there another way? 

A Through the dispatcher. The dispatcher can 

override and clear that call. 

Q And why is that function there? 

A Well, the function is there for — there's two 
reasons, one, that the call didn't get cleared, 
obviously because sometimes the calls end up going 
well into the day and they're — well, for 
argument sake, maybe at the hospital with somebody 
and haven't cleared themselves, and in order to 
get that call off of that MDT and get it — put it 
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Exam K. Dyck 
by Mr. Rossmann 

back into service, say the next shift came out, 

they would have to clear that call. 

Q And sometimes people just forget? 

A And some people forget. They come in and say 

clear the call, and/or if we have a second call 
waiting in the cue on a dispatch side and we want 
to reroute that call, we have to clear the one 
that we've already sent to them before we can send 
the second call through, because an MDT can only 
take one call at a time. 

Q I see. So it just — the system would show then 
that that call, the first call has been ended, a 
new dispatch would be made, and then if the people 
were sent, if that same officer or car was sent 
back, it would show as a re-dispatch or a new 
dispatch? 

A Probably a new dispatch, and I can't really 
clarify that one. 

Q Okay. Now the cars that the detectives drove, did 
they have MDT terminals? 

A No. 

Q So the only log that would show for detectives 
would be their radio recording if they used the 
radio, is that right? 

A Yes, the recording itself, yes. 
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by Mr. Rossmann 

Q Now in your experience as staff sergeant in charge 
of Communications, have you had occasion to find 
out what other agencies did in terms of recording 
calls back in 1990? 

A Well, somewhat. Not a whole bunch back in 1990. 

There were years -- you know, '93, '94, basically, 
yes . 

Q And what can you tell us about that? 

A We pretty much all used the same system. 

Q Of the 90-day rotation? 

A Yes. Yeah. 

Q Now at some point Sergeant Jarvis referred to 

searching the dispatch cards, are there dispatch 
cards? 

A Dispatch -- 

Q Cards. 

A Cars? 

Q Cards, C-A-R-D. 

A Oh, cards? 

Q Yes. 

A Oh. Yes, they're — yeah, there was. There was, 

I guess, cardboard things that we use to write the 
call on and send it forward. 

Q And that was in place in 1990 as well, or is that 
an older system? 
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1 A That's an older system and, you know, like — and 

2 I apologize, but I can't remember in 1990 whether 

3 we still used the card system or not. I know that 

4 — and probably not because the MDT system would 

5 have been — or the CAD system would have been in 

6 place. 

7 Q M'hm. 

8 A So it would have been a typing system. 

9 Q So somebody who went to search a Communications 

10 log may well have thought it was still the card 

11 system if — 

12 A Well — 

13 Q — he or she hadn't worked there for a while? 

14 A They could have, yes. 

15 Q Okay. And — but an officer coming from another 

16 section, say a detective, wouldn't do the computer 

17 search him or herself, that would be done by 

18 someone in Communications? 

19 A Yes. 

20 MR. ROSSMANN: Thank you. 

21 THE COMMISSIONER: Any other questions? 

22 MS. KNOX: I have no questions. 

23 THE COMMISSIONER: No? Anything further, Mr. Hesje? 

24 MR. HESJE: No, I don't. 


25 THE COMMISSIONER: 


You're excused. 
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4635 Exam K. Dyck 

by Mr. Worme 

MR. WORME: I'm sorry, Mr. Commissioner, I 

should have rose a little quicker. Pardon me. 

MR. WORME, examining: 

Q Now, officer, just a couple of questions. Who 
would have been in charge of media releases in 
1990? Would that be part of Communications 
function or is that a totally separate department? 

A No, that certainly wouldn't have been a part of 
Communications, no. 

Q I'm sorry? 

A It wouldn't have been part of Communications. 

Q Okay. Now we've heard something about dispatch 

cards, is that the same thing as what you've been 
shown here by way of the Exhibit P-67? 

A Well, there was a — the computer-aided 

dispatcher, the CAD system, came into play, I'm 
going to say '86 I believe it was, or '87, and 
that was pretty much the time period where we 
would have got rid of cards, because it would have 
been all entered by a computer system. 

Q Okay. So — 

A So now computer-aided cards or something, or what 
do you classify as a card, I'm not sure, it could 
have been the printout of the call. 

Q So if there was an officer there that was working 
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by Mr. Worme 

in pre-1986 and they went to do the kind of search 
that I think you just referred to, they may still 
refer to it as the dispatch cards, is that fair? 

A Yes. 

Q All right. You're familiar with off-line searches 

as well, I would gather? 

A Somewhat. 

Q Well, if you aren't, you know, I won't — 

A I'm not sure what you mean by off-line searches, 

but — 

Q Well, let me just go back then. If we can look at 
— if I can draw your attention to P-67, which is 
in front of you, and I think you've already 
indicated that there's a number of — a number of 
pieces of information, and on that particular one, 
the dispatch is at 2351. 

A Yes, it is. 

Q And "ER", we're told that that's en route, that 

would be at the same time, and as we come to 
understand it, it's a matter of pushing a button 
on the mobile data terminal, which engages that 
and it marks electronically the time? 

A Yes. 

Q At the scene then, it would have taken some four 

minutes to arrive at the scene, and I gather it's 
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the same process, that there's a button that's 
pressed and electronically the time is stamped on 
that card? 

A Yes. 

Q Now if you're back in service, you can press that 

button at any time, I gather, and that puts you 
back in service at that particular time? It 
stamps the card as back in service at that 
particular time? 

A Yes. 

MR. WORME: All right, those are all my 

questions, thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: This is the last time that I'm 

asking, anybody else? No? I don't think you're 
going to get your next witness in. 

MR. HESJE: No, I don't believe so. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Now let's be reminded of when we 

meet again. 

MR. HESJE: We're adjourned to November 24th 

the Sheraton, Top of the Inn. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well.- 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 4:49 P.M.) 



